FIS Stream Restudy Needs Review

Priority Scoring

frequency than gage record analysis would
indicate should be expected

Stream Reason for Restudy Benefit of Restudy H&H cost* Potential Change in Model Overall
Area Regulatory
Changes Score
Impacted Outcome
Revision based on survey data and new hydrology
Airport Trib submitted to IDNR as part of Preliminary FIS lower BFE (3.2 miles) 1 1
appeal by City
More accurate representation of the flood risk in $11-23,000
Big Slough Some long reaches with no cross sections localized areas, could put additional ground east of | (3+ bridges, 1 1 1 3
the stream into the floodplain 3.1 miles)
A few long reaches between cross sections, More accurate representation of the flood risk in
. missing cross sections at a few significant localized areas, North edge of floodplain is steep | $8-10,000 (1.4
Catherine Ck . . L - - . 2 0 1 3
locations, modeled bridge is a little different than topography but floodplain may be added to the miles)
the plans show southern edge
A few long reaches between cross sections, CR
500 E may be larger than modeled, profiles X .
S ofySIoan Bgranch mav be low ?or a given More accurate representation of the flood risk in $28-77,000
Clifty Ck P . . ¥ g localized areas, could add some residential and (4+ bridges, 1 1 1 3
frequency since high water marks plot at a higher . . .
commercial area to the floodplain 12.8 miles)

More accurate representation of the flood risk in $8-9,000 (3+
. .|| Long reaches between cross sections but reaches | localized areas, edge of floodplain topography is -’
Denios Ck Trib . . bridges, 0.9 1 0 1 2
are fairly consistent steep so only small areas that could be added to the miles)
floodplain
. Edge of floodplain is steep topography so only small
High Water Marks plot bl dt
exlgecte?:l (::e jgni p;asr:;i;naa i‘;::;p:;zl sic; pockets could be added to the floodplain, $33-51,000
Driftwood R P . 9 4 gag Y computation of proper floodway so provides (3+ bridges, 1 2 1 4
so profiles are probably resonable but could . . . .
] . protection from increased surcharges if development| 8.4 miles)
incorporate SR46 overflow modeling
occurs
More accurate representation of the flood risk, the $21-30,000
. Long reaches with no cross sections, modeled CR south side upstream of the tributary has steep !
EFK White Ck . e . ) . (5+ bridges, 1 0 2 3
600 S may be different from existing bridge floodplain edge topography but small corridor of .
. 4.6 miles)
floodplain could be added to other reaches
. . Better representation of the flood risk, updated to
i Long reaches with no cross section, stream i . $11-15,000
EFK White Ck . . . reflect changes to stream location, the south side has .
) rerouted in one location changes bridges that are . ] (1+ bridges, 1 1 2 4
Trib 1 ] . steep floodplain edge topography but small corridor .
modeled, discharge locations are not all correct . 1.9 miles)
of floodplain could be added
L h ith tions, CR 550 . .
. . ONg reaches wi n.o At el . More accurate representation of the flood risk and $12-19,000
EFK White Ck || bridge may be coded differently from the existing | . . . . .
. X X X inclusion of the stream in the floodway/floodplain, (3+ bridges, 1 1 1 3
Trib 2 bridge, floodplain/floodway does not include the . . .
. . could add small corridor to floodplain 2.5 miles)
stream in all locations

High Water Marks plot at a higher frequency on
Flatrock R the FIS profiles than the gage data would indicate More accurate representation of the flood risk,
(USGS has should be expected, upstream of CR 400 N there increase floodway in areas, north of CR 400 N $19-52,000
started new are few data points in the overbanks so long flat |floodplain edges have steep topography so floodplain (6+ brici o 1 5 5 gas
model for areas are missed, at least one bridge modeled extent would not increase much, south of CR 400 N 8.7 milzs) !
inundation different than plans show, location of CR 550 N [the east side has steep sides but additional floodplain ’
mapping) bridge in model may be in error, overbank area could be added on the west
roughness coeeficient values may be a bit low
New model was created based on June 2008
Haw Ck flooding and is in use by City for flood response & | Another model in process by IDNR contractor for FIS 1 1
regulatory purposes
North Ogleville Needs some non-bridge reach cross sections  |Could improve the flood risk identification in localized
. . . $8-9,000 1 0 1 2
Trib added areas, could add small corridor of floodplain
. . More accurate representation of the flood risk and
Some long reaches with no cross sections, CR 200 o i . R .
- , ability to identify the interaction between Oppossum | $21-31,000
South bridge may be coded differently from the . . ) . .
Opossum CK . . ) Ck, Denois Ck and Airport Tributary, increases could | (8+ bridges, 1 2 2 5
existing bridge, may have used non-coordinated . . X
. add ground to floodplain but existing homes are on 4.8 miles)
discharges .
high ground
Long reaches between cross sections, some of the $24-40,000
cross sections don't seem to match topography, More accurate representation of the flood risk, -
Wolf Ck . . - . . (5+ bridges, 1 1 2 4
CR325 plans show bridge differently than is coded agricultural area could be added to floodplain 6.1 miles)
in model )

* Hydrologic & Hydraulic (H&H) assumes whole stream reach in jurisdictional area converted to detailed study with minimal additional hydrologic analysis

** Calibrated model is being developed by USGS for inundation map libraries. That model should be investigated for inclusion in the FIS and use for City regulatory purposes.




